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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Receipt is acknowledged of the amendment filed 2/05/04 in which claims 1, 3-19 were 
canceled and claims 26-30 Were added. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. Claims 21-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Comisar et 
al, US Patent No. 3,944,788, in view of Brigida et al, US Patent No. 5,313,051. 

Comisar et al disclose a voting recording apparatus comprising: a local control processor 
arid storage device 10 having an associated control console 1 1 ; a precinct tally printer 13; a 
coriimunication interface 16; a communication link, telephone line 17; a conventional 
puriched-card vote recorder 20; a voter-terminal electronic interface 21; an electronic interface 
21; a generally flat base 30 on which is mounted a flat plate 31; a matrix of holes 32 therein 
arranged in rows and columns; a multi-page ballot booklet, only one page of which is shown at 
33, the pages are usually hinged separately, so that, as each page of the booklet is turned, a 
different column of holes in the matrix 32 is uncovered; a hand-held stylus 34; and a ballot card 
36. (see figures 1, 2; col. 4, line 6+ and col. 5, line 7+). 

Comisar et al fail to disclose using a first antenna within the printed media and a second 
antenna in the stylus. 

Brigida et al disclose a touch entry stylus 202 having antenna 806 and 818 and an overlay 
assembly 704 having an antenna 702. 

In view of Brigida et al's teachings, it would have been obvious for a person of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the teachings of Comisar et al to 
include antenna elements in the overlay and in the stylus to facilitate communication between the 
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stylus and the device. Such modification would make the system more effective by providing 
wireless communication means and would facilitate voters' interaction with the device. 
Therefore, it would have been an obvious extension as taught by Cpmisar et al. 
Re claim 23, the language selection is not disclosed 

However, it is common practice in the aft for voting machines to include a plurality of 
languages wherein voters are provided with means to select their preferred language 

It would have been obvious for an artisan at the invention was made to include the well- 
known concept into the system so that the system is operational in many different language. Such 
modification Would make the system more user friendly and more convenient wherein people 
with different background could effectively Operate the machine. Therefore, it would have been 
an obvious extension within an ordinary skill in the art. 

Re 26-3 0, with regard to some of the details, such being capable of automatically 
activated, having a record vote button, an LCD display, etc, these limitations fall within the 
engineering design choice, failing to provide any unexpected results. It would have been obvious 
for an artisan to program (make it capable) an electronic voting device to automatically detect 
pages from a multi-page ballot so as to correctly record each vote selection, to include a vote 
record button so as to execute each selected choice, and using an LCD to display the choices and 
interacting with users. Therefore, it would have been an obvious extension as taught by Comisar 
et al as modified by Brigida et al. 

Response to Arguments 
3 Applicant's arguments filed 2/05/04 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive, (see examiner remarks). 
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4. In response to applicant's argument that the examiner's conclusion of obviousness is 
based upon improper hindsight reasoning, it must be recognized that any judgment on 
obviousness is in a sense necessarily a reconstruction based upon hindsight reasoning. But so 
long as it takes into account only knowledge which was within the level of ordinary skill at the 
time the claimed invention was made, and does not include knowledge gleaned only from the 
applicant's disclosure, such a reconstruction is proper. See In re McLaughlin, 443 F.2d 1 392, 
170 USPQ 209 (CCPA 1971). 
5 In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the references, 
the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by combining or modifying the 
teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is some teaching, 
suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge 
generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 
ySPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and//i re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed Cir. 1992). 
In this case, it generally known that wireless connections are more convenient and more users 
friendly, they do not require specific orientation nor contact for communicating information, 
which makes such communication more effective. Furthermore, close range wireless 
communications are very effective since there are no interferences that could distort the signals/ 
The applicant's arguments are not persuasive. Refer to the rejection above. 

Conclusion 

6. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 3 7 CFR 1.13 6(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Daniel St.Cyr whose telephone number is 571-272-2407. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael G Lee can be reached on 571-272-2398. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Daniel St.Cyr 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2876 



